
CITY ()F

424 N. Sappington lqoad Glendale. Missouri 63122 l3l4l 965-360A fax f314| 9654772

May 5,2022

Dear Consultant,

The City of Glendale is requesting the $ervices of a consulting engineering firm to
perform the described professional services for the project included in the attached list. If
your firm would like to be considered for these consulting services, your may exprsss
your interest by responding to the appropriate office, which is indicated on the
attachments. Limit your letter of interest to no rnore than five (5) pages. This letter should
include any information which migbt help us in the selEction process, such as the persons
or team you would assign to each project, the backgrounds of those individuals, and other
projects your company has recently completed or are n rrow active. It is required that your
flrm's Statement of Qualifications (RSMo 8.285 through 8.291) be submitted with your
firm's Letter of Interest. The Statement of Qualifications is not included in the total page
count limit.

DBE firms must be listed on the MRCC DBE Directory located on MoDOT's website at
www.modot.gov in order to be counted as participation towards an established DBE
GoaI. We encourage DBE firrns to submit letters of interest as prime consultants for any
project they feel can be managed by their firm.

It is required that your firrn be prequalified with MoDOT and listed on MoDOT's
Approved Consultant Prequalification List, or your finn vvill be considered non-
responsive.

We request all letters be reoeived by I pm, local time June 2, 2022 at Glendale City HaIl,
424 N. Sappington Rd, Glendale, MO 63122.

Public Works Superintendent
City of Glendale

Best regards,

Gry\-"
Terry Jones
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SECTION 1. PURPOSE AND INTRODUCTION 
 

The Missouri Highways and transportation Commission have determined that the N. 
Sappington Rd Preservation Project is consistent with the goals of the Surface 
Transportation Program and has awarded the City of Glendale grant funding for the 
project.  
 

1. Background and Project Description 
 
N. Sappington Rd is a collector street running north and south within the boundaries of 
the City of Glendale between Manchester Rd and Lockwood Ave. This street was 
reconstructed in 2007 with the addition of concrete sidewalks on both side of the street, 
concrete curb and gutter throughout, ADA ramps at each intersection, decorative stamped 
concrete crosswalks, decorative street lighting, and an asphalt overlay with painted 
pavement markings.  
 
Residential properties mainly line this street along with a handful of businesses, churches, 
and condominiums. Glendale City Hall, Glendale Fire Department, and Glendale Police 
Department, along with N. Glendale Elementary School also front N. Sappington Rd.  
 
Since 2007 weather and time have deteriorated portions of the curb and guttering, 
sidewalk sections, crosswalks, and pavement. Several underground utility replacement 
projects along streets intersecting N. Sappington Rd have resulted in uneven repair 
patches.  
 
This project will include design and construction of new decorative crosswalks, as-
needed curb and gutter replacements, as-needed sidewalk slab replacements, selection 
and installation of new crosswalk traffic signals, asphalt milling and paving, asphalt 
striping, and implementation of any ADA upgrade requirements. A hydraulic study is 
necessary to determine the need for additional stormwater collection systems, if any. A 
school zone safety study is also necessary to determine a need for safety improvements 
within the zone, if any. 
 
The project length is 1.35 miles, and the approximate construction cost is $1,105,500.00. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

SECTION 2. SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
 

Discuss the qualification of your firm’s project team and its ability to provide 
professional services as presented in Section 3. Particularly discuss the following 
elements:  
 

A. General Consultation Information 
 

List the general information of your Firm including name, mailing address, 
location, phone number, fax number and email address of firm/person 
submitting the proposal.  

 
B. Related Experience and Past Performance of Firm 

 
Indicate the related and special experience of your Firm within the past five 
(5) years in conducting services of similar scope and magnitude, with the City 
of Glendale and other agencies. Include the name of the client and project, 
location, scope of work and services provided, date completed, and contact, 
including telephone number. Emphasize the specialties and strengths of your 
Firm. 

 
C. Personnel Availability and Workload 

 
List a brief resume of each key person(s) and/or specialist(s) to be assigned t 
these projects and indicate your Firm’s current workload and availability of 
personnel to complete projects in a timely manner. Include the number of 
employees available in our Firm, classified by their field(s) of experience. 

 
D. Proposed Sub-Consultants, Joint Ventures, or Partnership Agreements 

 
Identify any sub-consultants you may use to augment your efforts. Include 
their personnel qualifications, experience, and anticipated tasks.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

SECTION 3. SCOPE OF SERVICES 
 

The City of Glendale is requesting qualifications for engineering design and construction 
management. The descriptions of the requested services are not all inclusive of the tasks 
required.  
 

1. The preparation of conceptual plans, preliminary plans, Contract plans, ROW 
plans, and final plans, specifications, Contract documents and estimates, and 
assistance or management of bidding processes in accordance with MODOT 
LPA and FHWA regulations for ADA compliant sidewalks and preparation of 
PS&E final documents. 

2. Performance of surveying, geotechnical investigations, hydraulic studies and 
provide environmental and historic preservations services/permits including 
the preparation of PS&E and final documents as needed. 

3. Preparation of ROW plans, exhibits, and title commitments for parcels where 
ROW or easement are required. 

4. Negotiate ROW acquisition on behalf and approval of the City.  
5. Specify location and standard ADA curb ramp detail type on plans where 

ROW availability and grades allow.  
6. Detailed designs of ADA curb ramps where necessary. Provide surveying for 

design if necessary.  
7. Locate in field and indicate on plans concrete curb and guttering to be 

removed, installed and/or replaced.  
8. Locate in field and indicate on plans areas requiring full depth pavement 

repairs or replacements.  
9. Traffic study(s) as necessary to provide safe pedestrian crossings at 

uncontrolled crosswalks.  
10. Submittal of preliminary plans and design coordination with MSD and 

Missouri DNR, if required. 
11. Responsible for utility coordination and identifying conflicts.  
12. Responsible for coordination of any necessary or required public involvement.  
13. Work with the Contractor on behalf of the city, assist with preconstruction 

conference, perform periodic site inspections, prepare change orders, inspect 
construction materials, check shop drawings submitted by the Contractor, 
conduct construction test and inspections, be present during critical 
construction operations, work with the City to do full time inspections and 
reporting, and participate in final inspection. 

 
 

SECTION 4. SUBMISSION OF QUALIFICATIONS 
 

Five (5) copies of these Qualifications shall be submitted, in a sealed envelope or 
package to Ben DeClue, City Administrator, 424 N. Sappington Rd, Glendale, MO 63122 



by 1 pm local time on June 2, 2022. Qualifications submitted after this date and time will 
not be eligible for consideration.  
 
 

SECTION 5. EVALUATION CRITERIA 
 

City/County: City of Glendale, St. Louis County, N. Sappington Rd 
Federal Aid No: STP 5568 (604) 
Location: Glendale, MO   
Proposed Improvement: N. Sappington Rd Preservation  
Length: 1.35 miles 
Approximate Construction Cost: $1,105,500.00 
DBE Goal Determination: 16% 
Consultant Services Required: As outlined in Section 3 of this document. 

Descriptions are not all inclusive of tasks 
required.  
 

Other Comments:  
Contact: Terry Jones 

Public Works Superintendent 
City of Glendale 
424 N. Sappington Rd 
Glendale, MO 63122 
314-968-8157 
tjones@glendalemo.org  

Deadline: Questions: 10 am, May 19, 2022 
RFQ: 1 pm, June 2, 2022 

• Submit: Letter of interest should not exceed 5 pages total.  A page is defined as 8-1/2 by 11 
inches and printed on one side.  Three copies of the letter interest should be received at the 
address and by the time specified. 

 
 
 
Pursuant to the Brooks Act for Consultant Selection, the following criteria will be the 
basis for selection.  
 
Experience and Technical Competence   40 Max Points 
 
Capacity and Capability     30 Max Points 
 
Past Record of Performance     30 Max Points 
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SECTION 6. MISCELLANEOUS 
 

1. Incurring Costs 
This request for Qualifications does not commit the City to award a Contract or to 
pay for any cost incurred by successful or unsuccessful submittal in the 
preparation for this request.  

 
2. Confidentiality 

The City shall follow the Missouri Sunshine Law, section 610, therefore all 
documentation, proposals, bids, contracts, and other documentation submitted to 
the City in response to this Request for Proposal is subject to this law. In the event 
any Firm submitting a proposal shall include any information deemed 
“proprietary or confidential” such information shall be clearly marked. The City 
as a public entity cannot and does not warrant that information will not be 
disclosed.  

 
3. Logo 

The City’s logo should not be used in responding to this proposal.  
 

4. Conflict of Interest 
Firm will disclose all business interests or family relationships with any city 
officer or employee who was, is, or will be involved in Firm’s selection, 
negotiation, drafting, signing, administration, or evaluating Firm’s performance. 
As used in this section, the term “Firm” shall include any employee of Firm who 
was, is, or will be involved in the negotiation, drafting, signing, administration, or 
performance of the Agreement. As used in this section, the term “family 
relationship” refers to the following: spouse or domestic partner; any dependent 
parent; parent-in-law, child, son-in-law, or daughter-in-law; or any parent, parent-
in-law, sibling, uncle, aunt, cousin, niece, or nephew residing in the household of 
a civic leader, elected official, city officer or employee described above. 

 
5. Non-Discrimination 

The Firm shall not discriminate against any employee or applicant for 
employment because of race, color, religion, sex, national origin, or disability. 
Such action shall include, but not be limited to, the following: employment, 
upgrading, demotion, or transfer; recruitment; advertising; layoff or termination; 
rates of pay or other forms of compensations; and selection of training, including 
apprenticeship. Firm shall state that all qualified applicants will receive 
consideration for employment without regard to race, color, religion, sex, national 
origin, or disability. Firm shall incorporate the foregoing requirements of this 
paragraph in all its subcontracts for work performed under the terms and 
conditions of this anticipated contract. A breach of this provision may be grounds 
for Contract termination.  
 

6. Governing Law 
Firm shall at all times observe and comply with all Federal and State laws, all 
local laws, ordinances, and regulations existing at the time of or enacted 
subsequent to the execution of the contract which, if in any manner, affect the 



prosecution of the work. Firm shall indemnify and save harmless the City and all 
of its representatives, and employees against any claim or liability arising from or 
based on the violation of any such law, ordinance, regulation, order, or decree, 
whether by himself, his employees, or his sub-contractors.  

 
7. City to be Indemnified and Held Harmless 

The anticipated contract shall require that Firm covenants and agrees to release 
the City and any municipal partners from any and all liabilities of any kind or 
nature in which the right, cause of action or claim of any kind or nature 
whatsoever may hereafter accrue to Firm, its employees or agents, by virtue of the 
anticipated contract between Firm and the City. Firm, further covenants and 
agrees to indemnify and hold the City harmless form any and all claims, rights or 
causes of actions or damages of every kind and nature whatsoever which may 
arise as a result of the anticipated contract between the City and Firm and Firm 
shall defend or pay the cost of defense of the City arising by virtue of any claim 
or cause of actions for damages. Firm agrees to pay any and all amounts which 
the City may be required to pay for damages or amounts which the City may be 
required to pay for mages or compensation connected with any claim arising by 
virtue of the anticipated contact between Firm and City.  

 
8. Firm’s Declaration 

Firm will not be permitted to use, to its advantage, any omission or error in the 
Request for Proposal, the specifications, requirements, or the contract documents 
and the City reserves the right to issue new instruction for such error or omission 
if originally specified. Through submittal Firm states that they have examined the 
information an conditions surrounding the operation of the service contemplated 
by the Proposal, and is familiar with the requirements as to the equipment, 
supplies, and labor of such undertaking; and that Firm has carefully prepared, 
examined an checked the Proposal to ascertain that no mistake or error is 
contained in the Proposal; and the firm will make no claim for correction or 
modification after the closing time for the receipt of the proposals.   

 
9. Binding Effect 

The anticipated agreement for services contained in this Request for Proposal 
shall be biding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties hereto and their 
respective heirs, executors, administrator, legal representatives, successors, and 
assigns.  

 
10. Award of Contract 

The award of the contract, if it be awarded, will be made to the most qualified 
Firm(s). Services under the anticipated contract will be performed on an “as 
needed” basis, the City does not guarantee the use of the anticipated contract 
during the contract term. The award of the anticipated contract will not be 
determined solely on price, but as a review of the proposed Firm in its entirety. 
The City will notify the Firm(s) after proposal receipt what information, if any, is 
required. The City reserves the right to reject any or all proposals and to waive 
any irregularities therein. The successful Firm will be notified by letter mailed to 



the address shown on the proposal response that their proposal has been accepted 
and that they have been awarded the Contract.  

 
11. Agreement and Term 

It is the intent of the City to enter into a single or multiple agreement(s) with 
selected Firm(s). The selected Firm(s) will enter into a written contract(s) (the 
“Agreement”) with the City of Glendale with the terms and conditions set forth 
herein and provide service at the rates submitted in the accepted Proposal 
Response. The resulting contract(s) will be subject to termination by the City in 
the event of sale or destruction of the facilities or misfeasance, nonfeasance, or 
malfeasance of the Firm.  

 
12. Termination of Contract by Convenience 

The City or Firm may terminate the anticipated contract at any time during its 
term by giving 60 day written notice of such intention to terminate this contract 
and setting forth a specific termination date.  

 
13. Laws to be Observed 

The successful Firm shall have a valid business license, hold all applicable 
certifications, and agree to maintain them throughout the terms of the anticipated 
agreement. Firm shall at all times observe and comply with all Federal and State 
laws, all local laws, ordinance, and regulations, existing at the time of or enacted 
subsequent to the execution of the contract which, if in any manner, affect the 
prosecution of the contract. Firm shall indemnify and save harmless the City and 
all of its representatives, and employees against any claim or liability arising from 
or based on the violation of any such law, ordinance, regulation, order, or decree, 
whether by himself, his employees, or his subcontractors.   

 
14. Insurance Requirements 

Indicate your ability to provide general and automotive liability insurance rates 
per State of Missouri statutory requirements.  

 
15. E-Verify 

Indicate your ability to provide a signed e-verify affidavit of compliance of 
Missouri Revised Statute section 285.530.1 in that is shall not knowingly employ, 
hire for employment, or continue to employ an unauthorized alien to perform 
work within the State of Missouri.  

 
16. Payment Terms 

All requests for payment shall be submitted to the Glendale City Hall located at 
424 N. Sappington Rd, Glendale, MO 63122. Billing submitted shall only include 
approved costs; any additions that have not been approved by the City shall be 
excluded for payment. Payment on billing will be issued within thirty (30) days 
following receipt of complete documentation as is required for the project in 
question.   

 
 
 



17. Invoicing 
All contracted work completed must include the following information on the 
related invoice for payment.  
 
a. Contract or Purchase Order Number 
b. Date of Invoice 
c. Invoice Number 
d. Description of Service(s) 
e. Payment Amount Requested 

 
18. Questions and Clarifications 

All questions shall be submitted in writing to Terry Jones, Public Works 
Superintendent at tjones@glendalemo.org before 10 am, May 19, 2022.   

 
19. Amendment Issuance 

If Firm has any questions which arise concerning the true meaning or intent of the 
specifications or any other requirement stated herein, Firm shall request that an 
interpretation be made in an Addendum. Failure to request an Addendum 
governing any such questions shall not relieve Firm from delivery in accordance 
with the intent of the specifications. If it becomes evident that the material 
contained within this Request for Proposal requires amendment, the Public Works 
Superintendent shall issue a formal written amendment to these documents for 
distribution to all known prospective respondents. The issuance of an amendment 
may be released until the stated date and time of proposal receipt. If it is deemed 
necessary by the City, the amendment may extend the current proposal receipt 
deadline.  

 
20. Proposal Acceptance 

a. The City of Glendale reserves the right to accept proposals in whole or in part, 
and to reject all proposals, and to negotiate separately as necessary to serve 
the best interests of the City.  

b. Notifications of award will be made by the Public Woks Superintendent 
following passage of a resolution by the Mayor and Board of Aldermen 
accepting the proposal.  

c. The proposal must remain valid for at least ninety (90) days after submittal 
date.  

d. It is the intent of the City of Glendale to contract for this service as soon as 
possible.  
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10. 49 CFR Part @9-Tronsportotion for Elderly ond Hondicopped Persons.
11. Federal civil rights and nondiscrimination directives implementing those federal laws and

regulations, unless the federal government determines otherwise in writing.
E. The Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 5$ 6101 etseq.
F, The Age Discrimination in Employment Act, 29 U.S.C. $S 521 through 63d and implement regutations of

the U.S. Equal Ernployment Opportunity Commission at 29 CFR Part L625-Age Discrlminatlon in
EmploymentAr,..

G. The Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of t972, as amended, 21 U.S.C. SS 1101 etseg., the
Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation Act of 1970, as
amended, 42 U.S,C. $S AS+f et seg., and the Public Health Service Act of t9t2, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 55
290dd through 290dd-2.

H. Executive Order 12898-Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and
Low-lncome Populations, 42 U.S.C. 5 4321 note, and DOT Order 5620.3 at Federal Reglster Vol. 62 No.
L8377-Deportment of Transpottotion Adions to Address Environmentol Justice in Minority Populations
and Low-lncome Populations.

l. Executive Order 13166 - lmproving Access to Services for Persons with Limited English Proficienry, 42
U.S.C. $ 2000d - 1 note, and implementing pollcy guidance at Federal Register Vol. 70 No.74O87 -DOT
Policy Guidonce Concerning Recipients' Responsibilities to Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Person.

By submitting its application as part of the TIP process and signing below, the Project Sponsor certifies that it has

reviewed the federal requirements regarding nondiscrimination in federally assisted programs and believes that
the Project Sponsor complies with the required policies and procedures.

Also, the Project Sponsor acknowledges its understanding that if the Project Sponsor does not have the required
policies and procedures in place prior to federal funds being obligated, then the Project Sponsor's project may
become ineligible for federal funding.

Benjamin DeClue

Name (print)

City Adminishator
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FINANCIAL CERTIFICATION OF MATCHING FUNDS

This is to ensure sufficient funds are avallable to pay the non-federal share of project expenditures for the
following project to be funded under the provisions of the Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act.

Project Title: Sappington Road lmprovements

Local Match Amount: $221,100

Sponsoring Agency: City of Glendale

Chlef Elected Offtclal (or Chlef Executlve offlcer):

Name (print):

Signature:

Date:

Mike Wllcox, Mayor

Chlef Flnanclal Officer:

Name (print):

Signature:

Date:

44
2 -S- tt

Dan Lawrence, Finance fficer
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PERSON OF RESPIONSIBIE CHARGE CERTIFICATION

The key regulatory provision, 23 CFR 635.105 - Supervising Agency, provides that the State Transportation Agency
(5TA) is responsible for construction of federal-aid projects, whether it or a local public agency (LPA) performs the
work. The regulation provides that the STA and LPA must provide its full-time employee to be in "responsible
charge" of the project.

The undersigned employee{s) of the Project Sponsor will act as person of responsible charge. lf at any point the
employee leaves the LPA, the LPA is responsible for finding a suitable replacement and notifying EWG. lf the
person of responsible charge is found to not be a full-time employee of the [PA, it will result in the loss of federal
funds for this project. One employee can act as person of responsible charge for all three phases. All three phases

must be signed.

Person of Responsible Charge - Design Phase

Name {print}: Terry Jones

Title:

Signature:

Date:

Superintendent of Public Works Email: tjones@glendalemo.org

Person of Responsible Charge - Right-of'Way Acquisftion Phase

Name (print):

Title:

Signature:

Date:

Terry Jones

Superintendent of Publie Works Email: $ones@glendalemo.org

Person of Re*ponsible Charge - Construction/lmplementation Phase

Name (print):

Tirle:

Signature;

Date:

Terry Jones

Superintendent of Public Works Emait: tjones@glendalemo.org

2-2")l
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RIGHTOF-WAY ACQUISITION CEfiTIF]CABON STATEMENT

The State Department of Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) have the right and
responsibility to review and monitor the acquisition procedures of any federally funded transportation project for
adherence to TheJniform Relocation As,sistaqcejlnd Real Propertv Acquisition Pglicies Act of 1970. Those projects
found ln non-compliance may jeopardize all or part of their federal funding.

A. The Project Sponsor hereby certiffes that any rightof-way, and/or permanent or temporary easements
necessary for this project, obtained prior to this application, were acqulred in accordance with The Uniform
Relocation Assistan$e and Real Propertv Acquisition Policies Act of 1970.

B. The Project Sponsor also certifies that any addhional right-of-way, and/or permanent or temporary easement$,
subsequently required to complete the project, will be acguired according to The Uniform Relocation Assistance
and Real Prooegv Acoulrition Policies Act. of 1970.

Benjamin DeClue

Date

Name (print)

City Administrator
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POUCY ON REASOT{ABU PROGRESS CERTIFICATION - MISSOURI SPONSORS ONLY

Following on the next page is a copy of the policy on reasonable progress adopted by the East-West Gateway
Council of Governments Board of Directors.

The undersigned representative of the Project Sponsor hereby certifies that s/he has read this policy and
underctands its requirements. The representative acknowledges that failure to meet all of the reasonable progress

requirements muld result in federal funds being revoked and returned to the regional funding pool, as dictated by
the policy.

Benjamin DeClue

Name (print)

City Administrator

Date

ROAD: PRO.]ECI APPI.ICATIC[] FORM
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POLICY ON REASONABTE PROGRESS - MISSOURI SPOI{SORS ONLY

Reasonable Proeress

For proiects or programs included in the Transportation lmprovement Program (TlP), "reasonable protress" will
have been made if the project has advanced to the point of obligating all federal funds programmed for that
project in the current fiscal year, regardless of the phase of work (i.e., preliminary engineering, right-of-woy
ocquisition, or plons, specifications, ond estimates). lf a project fails to obligate the programmed federal funds by
September 30 of the current year, the funding will be forfeited and returned to the regional funding pot. Actual
progress toward implementation is measured against the schedule submitted by the Project Sponsor in the project
application.

Policv Procedures and Enforcement

Projects that do not obllgate all federal funds by the Board-approved suspense date will be removed from the TIP

and the federal funds assoclated with those projects will be returned to the regional funding pool for
redistribution. The removal of projects from the TIP will require no further Board action and the sponsor will have

to repay any federal funds already spent if the funding is forfeited.

lf a projea is realizing delays that will put the federalfunding at risk of forfeitureli.e., not meet a September 30
deodlinel,the Project Sponsor will have the opportunity to ask for consideration of a 'one-time extension" in their
project schedule. The one-time extension can only be requested for the implementation/construction phase of
the project. The extension request will only be considered once a year, and has to be made before June 1 of the
current fiscal year of the TlP.

To be considered forthis extension the Proiect Sponsor has to demonstrate on all counts: a) the delay is beyond
their control and the sponsor has done due diligence in progressing the project; b) federal funds have already been

oblitated on the project or in cases that no federal funds are used for PE and/or ROW acquisitlon, there has been

significant progress toward final plan preparation; and c) there is a realistic strategy in place to obligate all funds.

One-time extensions of up to three (3) months may be granted by EWG staff and one-time extensions greater than

three (3) months, but not more than nine (9) months, will go to the Board of Directors for their consideration and

approval. Projects requesting schedule advancements will be handled on a case-by-case basis, subject to available
funding, and are subject to the Board-adopted rules for TIP modifications.

Proiect Monitorins

An extensive monitoring program has been developed to help track programmed projects and ensure that funding

commitments and plans are met. Monthly tracking reports are developed and posted on the EWG website,

utilizing proiect information provided by the Projea Sponsor, IDOT, and MoDOT district offices. Additionally,
proiect sponsors are contacted at least every three (3) months by EWG staff for project status updates.
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APPENDIX 

 Sappington Road Improvements STP Application 

Glendale, Missouri 
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APPENDIX A 

Sappington Road Improvements STP Application 

 PROJECT LOCATION MAP 
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APPENDIX B 

Sappington Road Improvements STP Application 

 DETAILED COST ESTIMATE 

  



Project Sponsor: 

Project Title:

Date:

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

REMOVAL OF IMPROVEMENTS  1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000.00

CLASS A EXCAVATION 178 CY $30.00 $5,340.00

TYPE 5 AGGREGATE BASE (4" THICK) 410 SY $7.00 $2,870.00

REMOVE AND REPLACE DECORATIVE 

CROSSWALK
300 SY $200.00 $60,000.00

REMOVE AND REPLACE CURB & GUTTER 288 LF $50.00 $14,400.00

ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE 2216 TON $100.00 $221,600.00

COLDMILLING  BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT 19300 SY $3.50 $67,550.00

4" YELLOW PAVEMENT STRIPING 14400 LF $0.50 $7,200.00

24" WHITE PAVEMENT MARKING PAINT 434 LF $4.00 $1,736.00

CURB INLET 2 EA $2,500.00 $5,000.00

REINFORCED CONCRETE MANHOLE 1 EA $3,000.00 $3,000.00

CONNECTION TO EXISTING STORMSEWER 1 EA $500.00 $500.00

12" STORMSEWER PIPE 120 LF $65.00 $7,800.00

SODDING 984 SY $7.50 $7,380.00

TOPSOIL 164 CY $25.00 $4,100.00

INLET PROTECTION DEVICE 2 EA $150.00 $300.00

SILT FENCE 288 LF $1.50 $432.00

$424,208.00

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

SHARED LANE MARKINGS 58 EA $150.00 $8,700.00

SIGNS 29 EA $200.00 $5,800.00

$14,500.00

City of Glendale

Sappington Road Improvements

2/1/2021

Estimate of Project Costs

Specific Roadway Items

Specific Bicycle Items

SUBTOTAL

SUBTOTAL



Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

CONCRETE SIDEWALK 411 SY $35.00 $14,385.00

ADA RAMPS 493 SY $150.00 $73,950.00

TRUNCATED DOMES 888 SF $25.00 $22,200.00

TYPE 5 AGGREGATE BASE (4" THICK) 904 SY $7.00 $6,328.00

PEDESTRIAN CROSSING SIGNAL UPGRADE 2 EA $45,000.00 $90,000.00

12" WHITE PAVEMENT MARKINGS 1,550 SF $2.00 $3,100.00

24" WHITE PAVEMENT MARKINGS 1,350 SF $4.00 $5,400.00

$215,363.00

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

$0.00

$0.00

Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Amount

UTILITY RELOCATIONS 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000.00

MOBILIZATION 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000.00

TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000.00

CONSTRUCTION SURVEYING/STAKING 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000.00

$85,000.00

$739,071.00

$73,900.00

$66,500.00

$879,471.00

$880,000.00

$105,600.00

$32,000.00

$87,900.00

$1,105,500.00

Construction Engineering/Inspection (10%)

Project Total *

Right-of-Way

Construction Cost Total

Preliminary Engineering (12%)

Contingency (10%)

Inflation (3 years @ 3%)

Miscellaneous Other Items

SUBTOTAL

SUBTOTAL

Subtotal

Subtotal (Rounded)

Specific Pedestrian Items

Specific Transit Items

SUBTOTAL



APPENDIX C 

Sappington Road Improvements STP Application 

 PHOTOGRAPHS 

 DETAILED MAP 

 TRANSIT MAPS 

 TYPICAL SECTIONS 

 ROADWAY CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 

 PASER LOCATION MAP AND PHOTOS 

 

  



Project Photos 

 

Sappington Road just South of Manchester Rd – Looking North 

 

 
Sappington Road North of Brookside Dr – Looking North 



Project Photos 

 

Sappington Road North of Glenmoore Ln – Looking North 

 

 
Sappington Road just South of Kirkham Ave – Looking North 

 



Project Photos 

 
Sappington Road just South of Venneman Ave – Looking East 

 

 

 

 

 



Project Photos 

 

Sappington Road North of Fuhrmann Ave– Looking East 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Project Photos 

 
Sappington Road North of E Essex Ave– Looking West 

 

 

 

 

 



Project Photos 

 
Sappington Road North of Hawbrook Ave– Looking North 
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Metro Bus Map 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PROJECT LIMTS



Metro Bike Plan 

Implementation Action Plan 
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East-West Gateway Council of Governments (EWG) uses the Pavement Surface Evaluation and Rating 
(PASER) Manual to evaluate pavement condition. This visual rating system developed by the University 
of Wisconsin Transportation Information Center uses ratings ranging from 1 (failed) to 10 (excellent). If 
sponsors are unfamiliar with PASER, they are encouraged to review the PASER manuals online: 

Asphalt Manual: https://epd.wisc.edu/tic/publication/asphalt-paser-manual/  
Concrete Manual: https://epd.wisc.edu/tic/publication/concrete-paser-manual/ 

INSTRUCTIONS: 
The first evaluation should be performed at the beginning of the project limits, with subsequent 
evaluations occurring at a uniform distance each 1/8 mile (660 feet) along the roadway until reaching 
the other end of the limits. If the project is less than 3/8 mile (1,980 feet), conduct three evaluations at a 
uniform distance (e.g., a 1/4 mile project would include three evaluations, spaced 440’ apart). If the 
project is greater than one mile in length, conduct at least eight evaluations at a uniform distance (e.g., a 
1 ½ mile project would include eight evaluations, spaced 990’ apart). 

Record the PASER rating for each location in the table below. If multiple roadways are within the project 
limits, simply list the new roadway name in the column on the left. You may attach another sheet with 
additional locations if needed. Attach an evaluation sheet for each location (see next pages), a picture of 
each location, and a map showing all evaluation locations. Select the evaluation sheet that matches the 
surface type (asphalt or concrete). 

Roadway Name Location 
# 

Distance from start 
point 

PASER Rating 

1 START 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

AVERAGE PASER: 

Road Condition Evaluation Form 



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



 

ROAD CONDITION EVALUATION FORM 
2021 CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 

Asphalt Evaluation Sheet 

(Provide this page for each location.) 

Roadway Name:        Date:     

 

Evaluation Location #: _______    Distance from Start Point: ________    Location PASER Rating 

(whole number 1-10): _______ 

 

Check all that apply: 

Raveling            Rutting       Transverse Cracks  Longitudinal Cracks 

Flushing            Distortion      Reflection Cracks  Block Cracks 

Polishing            Patches       Slippage Cracks  Alligator Cracks 

Potholes 

Comments: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Drainage: 

 

Comments: 

 

  



PASER EVALUATION MAP
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Location #1 - PASER Score = 3 

 

Location #2 - PASER Score = 6.5 



 

Location #3 - PASER Score = 5 

 

Location #4 - PASER Score = 6 



 

Location #5 - PASER Score = 6.5 

 

Location #6 - PASER Score = 6 



 

Location #7 - PASER Score = 6 

 

Location #8 - PASER Score = 5 
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Sappington Road Improvements STP Application 

 CRASH REPORTS 

 CRASH MODIFICATION FACTORS 

 

  



















































































































2/9/2021 CMF Clearinghouse >> CMF / CRF Details

www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=7489 1/2

CRASH MODIFICATION FACTORS CLEARINGHOUSE

CMF / CRF DETAILS

CMF ID: 7489

IMPROVE PAVEMENT FRICTION (THIN HMA-HOT MIX ASPHALT)
DESCRIPTION: THIN HOT MIX ASPHALT (HMA) OVERLAY

PRIOR CONDITION: NO PRIOR CONDITION(S)

CATEGORY: ROADWAY

STUDY: EVALUATION OF PAVEMENT SAFETY PERFORMANCE, MERRITT ET AL., 2015

 

Star Quality Rating:    [VIEW SCORE DETAILS]

Crash Modi�cation Factor (CMF)

Value: 0.93

Adjusted Standard Error:

Unadjusted Standard Error: 0.015

Crash Reduction Factor (CRF)

Value:

Adjusted Standard Error:

Unadjusted Standard Error:

Applicability

Crash Type: All

Crash Severity: All

Roadway Types: Not speci�ed

Number of Lanes: Multi

Road Division Type: All

Speed Limit:

Area Type: All

Traf�c Volume: Minimum of 984 to Maximum of 61962 Annual Average Daily Traf�c (AADT)

Average Traf�c Volume: 19323 Annual Average Daily Traf�c (AADT)

Time of Day: All

If countermeasure is intersection-based

http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/index.cfm
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/study_detail.cfm?stid=410
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/sqr.cfm
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/score_details.cfm?facid=7489


2/9/2021 CMF Clearinghouse >> CMF / CRF Details

www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=7489 2/2

VIEW THE FULL STUDY DETA

EXPORT DETAIL PAGE AS A P

Intersection Type:

Intersection Geometry:

Traf�c Control:

Major Road Traf�c Volume:

Minor Road Traf�c Volume:

Average Major Road Volume :

Average Minor Road Volume :

Development Details

Date Range of Data Used: 2000 to 2010

Municipality:

State: NC

Country: USA

Type of Methodology Used: Before/after using empirical Bayes or full Bayes

Sample Size (crashes): 11528 crashes after

Sample Size (miles): 201.34 miles before, 201.34 miles after

Other Details

Included in Highway Safety Manual? No

Date Added to Clearinghouse: Nov-01-2015

Comments:

 

This site is funded by the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration 
and maintained by the University of North Carolina Highway Safety Research Center

For more information, contact Karen Scurry at karen.scurry@dot.gov

The information contained in the Crash Modification Factors (CMF) Clearinghouse is disseminated under the sponsorship of
the U.S. Department of Transportation in the interest of information exchange. The U.S. Government assumes no liability
for the use of the information contained in the CMF Clearinghouse. The information contained in the CMF Clearinghouse
does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation, nor is it a substitute for sound engineering judgment.

http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/study_detail.cfm?stid=410
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/cmfpdf.cfm?facid=7489
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/
https://www.hsrc.unc.edu/
mailto:karen.scurry@dot.gov


2/9/2021 CMF Clearinghouse >> CMF / CRF Details

www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=4123 1/2

CRASH MODIFICATION FACTORS CLEARINGHOUSE

CMF / CRF DETAILS

CMF ID: 4123

INSTALL HIGH-VISIBILITY CROSSWALK
DESCRIPTION: HIGH-VISIBILITY CROSSWALKS AIM TO INCREASE AWARENESS OF PEDESTRIANS AT INTERSECTIONS BY USING HIGHLY VISIBLE MARKING PATTERNS. THE MARKINGS USED IN THIS STUDY INCLUDED A SERIES OF LONGITUDIN
STRIPES CONSTRUCTED FROM THERMOPLASTIC MATERIAL.

PRIOR CONDITION: HIGH VISIBILITY CROSSWALKS AIM TO INCREASE AWARENESS OF PEDESTRIANS AT INTERSECTIONS BY USING HIGHLY VISIBLE MARKING PATTERNS. HIGH VISIBILITY CROSSWALKS INSTALLED IN NYC HAVE A SERIES OF L
WHITE STRIPES THAT ARE CONSTRUCTED FROM THERMOPLASTIC MATERIALS.

CATEGORY: PEDESTRIANS

STUDY: THE RELATIVE EFFECTIVENESS OF PEDESTRIAN SAFETY COUNTERMEASURES AT URBAN INTERSECTIONS - LESSONS FROM A NEW YORK CITY EXPERIENCE, LI CHEN, CYN

AND REID EWING, 2012

IMAGE: VIEW THE COUNTERMEASURE IMAGE.

 

Star Quality Rating:    [VIEW SCORE DETAILS]

Crash Modi�cation Factor (CMF)

Value: 0.6

Adjusted Standard Error:

Unadjusted Standard Error:

Crash Reduction Factor (CRF)

Value: 40   (This value indicates a decrease in crashes)

Adjusted Standard Error:

Unadjusted Standard Error:

Applicability

Crash Type: Vehicle/pedestrian

Crash Severity: All

Roadway Types: Not Speci�ed

Number of Lanes:

Road Division Type:

Speed Limit:

Area Type: Urban

Traf�c Volume:

Average Traf�c Volume:

http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/index.cfm
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/study_detail.cfm?stid=280
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/cmimages/High-Visibility%20Markings.png
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/sqr.cfm
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/score_details.cfm?facid=4123


2/9/2021 CMF Clearinghouse >> CMF / CRF Details

www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=4123 2/2

VIEW THE FULL STUDY DETA

EXPORT DETAIL PAGE AS A P

Time of Day: All

If countermeasure is intersection-based

Intersection Type: Roadway/roadway (not interchange related)

Intersection Geometry: 3-leg,4-leg

Traf�c Control: Not speci�ed

Major Road Traf�c Volume:

Minor Road Traf�c Volume:

Average Major Road Volume :

Average Minor Road Volume :

Development Details

Date Range of Data Used: 1998 to 2008

Municipality: New York City

State: NY

Country: USA

Type of Methodology Used: Simple before/after

Sample Size (crashes): 63 crashes before, 15 crashes after

Other Details

Included in Highway Safety Manual? No

Date Added to Clearinghouse: Nov-01-2012

Comments:
The treatment group included both signalized and unsignalized intersections. The corresponding change in crashes in
comparison group was an 18 percent reduction in pedestrian-vehicle crashes. This could be used to adjust the treatm
to account for other factors not related to the treatment.

 

This site is funded by the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration 
and maintained by the University of North Carolina Highway Safety Research Center

For more information, contact Karen Scurry at karen.scurry@dot.gov

The information contained in the Crash Modification Factors (CMF) Clearinghouse is disseminated under the sponsorship of
the U.S. Department of Transportation in the interest of information exchange. The U.S. Government assumes no liability
for the use of the information contained in the CMF Clearinghouse. The information contained in the CMF Clearinghouse
does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation, nor is it a substitute for sound engineering judgment.

http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/study_detail.cfm?stid=280
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/cmfpdf.cfm?facid=4123
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/
https://www.hsrc.unc.edu/
mailto:karen.scurry@dot.gov


CMF / CRF Details
CMF ID: 9021

Install pedestrian hybrid beacon (PHB or HAWK) with advanced yield or stop
markings and signs

Description: Install a combination of a pedestrian hybrid beacon (PHB) and
advanced yield or stop markings and signs

Prior Condition: No PHB or advanced yield or stop markings and signs

Category: Pedestrians

Study: Development of Crash Modification Factors for Uncontrolled Pedestrian
Crossing Treatments, Zegeer et al., 2017

 

Star Quality Rating:    [View score details] 

Crash Modification Factor (CMF)

Value: 0.432 

Adjusted Standard Error:

Unadjusted Standard Error: 0.134

Crash Reduction Factor (CRF)

Value: 56.8 (This value indicates a decrease in crashes)

http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/study_detail.cfm?stid=487
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/study_detail.cfm?stid=487
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/study_detail.cfm?stid=487
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/sqr.cfm
http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/score_details.cfm?facid=9021


Adjusted Standard Error:

Unadjusted Standard Error: 13.4

Applicability

Crash Type: Vehicle/pedestrian

Crash Severity: All

Roadway Types: Minor Arterial

Number of Lanes: 2 to 8

Road Division Type:

Speed Limit:

Area Type: Urban and suburban

Traffic Volume: 6634 to 48791 Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT)

Time of Day: All

If countermeasure is intersection-based

Intersection Type:

Intersection Geometry:

Traffic Control:

Major Road Traffic Volume:

Minor Road Traffic Volume:

Development Details

Date Range of Data Used: 2004 to 2013

Municipality:



State: AZ, FL, IL, MA, NY, NC, OR, VA, WI

Country: USA

Type of Methodology Used: Other before/after

Sample Size Used:

Other Details

Included in Highway Safety
Manual? No

Date Added to Clearinghouse: Nov-17-2017

Comments:
Methodology used was a combination of EB before-after and
cross-sectional estimations. Also, study sites were a combination of
intersection and mid-block locations.

This site is funded by the U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration and maintained by
the University of North Carolina Highway Safety Research Center

The information contained in the Crash Modification Factors (CMF) Clearinghouse is disseminated under the
sponsorship of the U.S. Department of Transportation in the interest of information exchange. The U.S.
Government assumes no liability for the use of the information contained in the CMF Clearinghouse. The
information contained in the CMF Clearinghouse does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation, nor is it
a substitute for sound engineering judgment.
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GITY

POLIGE

January 2l ,2021

Jim Wild
East-West Gateway Council of Govemments
Gateway Tower
One Memorial Drive, Suite 1600
St. Louis, MO 63102-2451

DearMr. Jim Wild,

This letter is in reference to the proposed street, sidewalk and curbing restoration project for N. Sappington Road
within the City of Glendale, Missouri.

The Glendale Police Department's main mission is to ensure the safety of its residents, citizens and visitors within
the City of Glendale at all times. To achieve this mission, it is the responsibility of all deparnnents within the City
to ersure that we are providing the safest environment possible. This environment includes safe vehicular roadways
and safe walking paths within our jurisdiction.

Due to many destinations being on N. Sappington Road, it is one of the most heavily traveled roadways within the
City of Glendale. These destinations include North Glendale Elementary School, Glendale Lutheran Church & Pre-
School, Glendale Fresbyterian Church and Glendale City Hall (which includes the police & fire departrnents).

The proposed grant for the restoration work along N. Sappington Road would definitely aide the City of Glendale in
providing the safest environment possible in the following ways:

1. Providing safe sidewalks along N. Sappington Road for parents, students and other pedestrians to walk (or
ride their bikes) to and from the schools and churches. The schools and churches along this roadway also
have playgrounds and act as parks for children to play.

2. Providing safe crosswalks for pedestrian foot traffrc to safely cross the roadway while walking, jogging or
riding their bikes to and &om the many destinations along N. Sappington Road. Also ensuring that the
crosswalks have proper handicap capability.

3. Providing adequate curbing to ensure that rainwater properly flows to water runoff inlets and prevents

water from pooling on the streets.
4. Providing improved roadway surfaces for safe vehicular passage. Many sewer improvement projects and

other construction projects have disturbed the safe, smooth surfaces along the roadway and they need to be
improved.

The improvements recommended in the grant application would allow for a safer environment for pedestrian and
vehicular traffic along the stretch of N. Sappington Road within the City of Glendale. The Glendale Police
Department supports the proposed improvements as we believe it would greatly benefit in our goal of providing a

safe environment.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

qrU*(b'#-
Jeffrey Beaton
Chief of Police

Jeffrey Beoton,Chief of Police

424 North Soppington Rood
Glendole. Missouri 63122

314-965-0000 . Fox 314-965-2912



R.KWOOD

Dr. Dovid Ulrich
Superi ntendent of Schools

January 26,2021

Mr. Jim Wild
East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Gateway Tower
One Memorial Drive, Suite 1600
St. Louis, MO 63102-2451

Dear Mr. Wild;

I would like to encourage your council to award a grant to the City of Glendale for the street
resurfacing and crosswalk and sidewalk replacements along North Sappington Road.

This work is essential to ensure that N. Sappington Road continues to provide safe passage for cars
and pedestrians as they travel this street to get to and from North Glendale Elernentary School. The
Kirkwood School is supportive of this work, as it will help to keep our children and families safe. If
you have need of further information, please feelfree to contact me.

Celebrating 750 Yeors of Excellence in Educqtion

Administrative Services Center | 1't289 Manchesler Road. I Kirkwood, MO A31221 314.213.6100 Fax 314.984.0002 | wu,w.kirkwoodsehools.org

Dr. David Ulrich



LETTER SUPPORTING N. SAPPINGTON RD RESURFACING AND

CROSSWALK AND SIDEWALK REPLACEMENTS

January 2L,2021.

Mr. Jim Wild

East-West Gateway Council of Governments

Gateway Tower

One Memorial Drive, Suite 1600

St. Louis, MO 53102-2451

Dear Mr. Wild,

I would like to encourage your council to award a grant to the City of Glendale for the resurfacing of N.

Sappington Rd and replacement of deteriorated crosswalks and sidewalk sections.

This work is essential to ensure N. Sappington Rd continues to provide safe passage for cars and

pedestrians as they travel this street to visit my facility. I am supportive of this work.

Sincerely,

$4.,a 077ar*c? t ) /
Print Name

Ow+c-+r
Title

u fTcaD+alu

/z) /?.
Street Address

."/, -rzz 4o 4 ).zz a



LEITER SUPPORTING N. SAPPINGTON RD RESURFACING AND

CROSSWALK AND SIDEWALK REPIACEMENTS

January 2L,}AZL

Mr. Jim Wild

East-West Gateway Council of Governments

Gateway Tower

One Memorial Drive, Suite 1600

St. Louis, MO 63102-2451

Dear Mr. Wild,

I would like to encourage your council to award a grant to the City of Glendale for the resurfacing of N.

Sappington Rd and replacement of deteriorated crosswalks and sidewalk sections.

This work is essential to ensure N. Sappington Rd continues to provide safe passage for cars and

pedestrians as they travel this street to visit my facility. I am supportive of this work.

Sincerely,

Rnv $rnfi tio**,
Print Name

6[ r^diu Lrllq* on tt r( { uh
Business Name

ti1 b
Street Address



LETTER SUPPORTING N. SAPPINGTON RD RESURFACING AND
CROSSWATK AND SIDEWALK REPLACEMENTS

January 2l,2OZl

Mr. Jim Wild

East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Gateway Tower

One MemorialDrive, Suite 1600

St. Louis, MO 63102-2451

Dear Mr. Wild,

I would like to encourage your council to award a grant to the City of Glendale for the resurfacing of N.
Sappington Rd and replacement of deteriorated crosswalks and sidewalk sections.

This work is essential to ensure N. Sappington Rd continues to provide safe passage for cars and
pedestrians as they travel this street to visit my facility. I am supportive of this work.

Sincerely,

N/'hwl lrt'/urr
Print Name

I ,,r '. h'//
Business Name

g/@ 67/&

Ok'fur,L
Title

Sign Name



LETTER SUPPORTING N. SAPPINGTON RD RESURFACING AND

CROSSWALK AND SIDEWALK REPTACEMENTS

January 2L,Z:OZL

Mr. Jim Wild

East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Gateway Tower

One Memorial Drive, Suite 1500

St. Louis, MO 53102-2451

Dear Mr. Wild,

I would like to encourage your council to award a grant to the City of Glendale for the resurfacing of N.

Sappington Rd and replacement of deteriorated crosswalks and sidewalk sections.

This work is essential to ensure N. Sappington Rd continues to provide safe passage for cars and
pedestrians as they travel this street to visit my facility. I am supportive of this work.

Sincerely,

Business Name
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LETTER SUPPORTING N. SAPPINGTON RD RESURFACING AND
CROSSWATK AND SIDEWATK REPIACEMENTS

January 2L,2OZl

Mr. Jim Wild

East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Gateway Tower

One Memorial Drive, Suite 1600

St. Louis, MO 63102-2451

Dear Mr. Wild,

I would like to encourage your council to award a grant to the City of Glendale for the resurfacing of N.

Sappington Rd and replacement of deteriorated crosswalks and sidewalk sections.

This work is essential to ensure N. Sappington Rd continues to provide safe passage for cars and

pedestrians as they travel this street to visit my facility. I am supportive of this work.

Sincerely,
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I.ETTER S[.IPPORTIruG N. SAPPINGTOI\I RD REST.IRFACING AND

CROSSWALK AND SIDEWALK REPIACEMENTS

January 2L,2OZl

Mr, Jim Wild

East-West Gateway Council of Governments

Gateway Tower

One Memorial Drive, Suite 1@0

St. Louis. MO 63102-2451

Dear Mr. Wild,

I would like to encourage your council to award a grant to the City of Glendale for the resurfacing of N.

Sappington Rd and replacement of deteriorated crosswalks and sidewalk sections.

This work is essential to ensure N. Sappington Rd continues to provide safe passage for cars and

pedestrians as they travel this street to visit my facility. I am supportive of thls work.

Sincerely,
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APPENDIX F 

Sappington Road Improvements STP Application 

 OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE FORM 

 

 



Fand Maintenance Form
lCitv d Glendab

i{eme of Local Publlcl

S.IMO
l. How many line mll.a (6trl) rrD rmmtelltorl Dy your GEyragE[Gy, or Er tnnslt agonclea nry mrny rrstllclea ale m your roda.
f unable to orovHe |rne mfl6a tlun llrt c€r&rllno milos.

LanemilesvqQelflqdtne,rnjl9g ltleudon'tknflvrll8tthe

-

@(inmibs) eI

Tnnsil Agencbs @ily

I-ffi iiiiG:in'FFEil-dilFWl

milo and enlorline mile mntacl Jeson Lange

I. Budo€tlnturm.tlon
Year d mct r€cent budgeq 2o21l

BudgeilBd pt!! reyelruol $1,148,247.001

lsabs rarc $1,071 ,000
Sourcee of revenuelProperty Tax: $739,500

(i.e. Bales tar propcrty tax, mob4ffi..1t;S?,i9.0 Motor Fud rax: $220,000

i, iotrt oxpenOitunr for hanspoilatlofi operatloru rnd melntoharco - from your cumnt budgct
Thlswwkl incfude, h total, how much is oudgBtbdfor: saladas, We iE,nefiE" ntafF,fuE ancl e.q.iirylraat needed to dcl:Nf,ttlre ,oafutay aN btdg€
nainten8il?@,,og,nms. Thrsrrd/desDasbmaintananc€affifil<eminors/4fiaarrealtTrerrrs$rcrras;sea&ry;srnallconcre{brco8irsa/1d,pdlo&
,atding: ntplwit g tiglrtdway, wun Bmovat,aplac*ry S$s; *ipitg; Godltkg gtadnil andlq,atlwffit signds) - DO NOT INCLUDE CAPITAL
t.omttc^rElrrQ e, r\u 

^4 
flrttrE t av E Eat tE tal,,Nc Trp ppn- rtrr:r-s .)F, .}THFP tIA-toFl Roal\lslDFwat K pE2.'-lFtlTs

Total TransDortauon oDereuon3l_
and Maintenance Exp€ndituresl $548,400.001

PleEse usa lnfont ationftomthe ,,,,og,t cunsttbudgdtotWur cwagency. Updated: 10/2018
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